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Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment filed on May 07, 2007 has been received and entered. The amendment 
amended Claims land 20 and cancelled claims 33-46 and 54. The currently pending claims 
considered below are Claims 1-32 and 47-53. The examiner interprets the applicant's 
invention as covering only the versions of Cobol program existing up to applicant's filing date 
but not including future versions of Cobol program. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

3. Claims 1-32 and 47-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable 
over Miller et al (US 5754855) in view of Obin et al (US 6526569). 

Claims land 20: Miller teaches a method and system for enabling events in a COBOL 
program, the method comprising: 

maintaining, in a COBOL program, a index including a process identifier and an 
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event associated with a child process (abstract; col. 5, lines 14-24; FIG. 4A/B, col. 7, 
lines 55-67and col. 8, lines 15-29; col. 11, lines 55-57; registered Cobol 
procedure/routine and events associated with sub-events); 
placing the child process in a wait state ( col. 6, lines 49-62; signal handler); 
signaling, by the COBOL program, the child process to run using the process identifier 
and the event associated with the child process ( col. 6, lines 49-62). Miller marely 
teaches a child a child process. However, in the same field of endeavor, Obin discloses 
an object class definition with a set of procedures at least one procedure is called by 
the main procedure when executed in a Cobol environment (Abstract, col. 3, lines 3-25 
and lines 34-67). It would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Miller's invention with Obin's invention in order to 
identify/register a process of a Cobol main program and an event associated with a 
procedure/method executed as a child process within a Cobol object oriented 
environment. One would have been motivated to provide a method, system and 
product as disclosed by Obin 's reference in order to provide an improved object 
oriented compiler for procedural program (Obin : col. 2, lines 39-42). 

Claim 2: Miller teaches, 

wherein the COBOL program signals a technical layer using the process identifier and 
event associated with the child process and further wherein the technical layer signals 
the child process to run (FIG. 1 : 124; FIG. 6; col. 11, lines 30-67; technical layer). 
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Claim 3: Miller teaches, 

wherein the index maintained by the COBOL program maintains a plurality of 
identifiers and a plurality of events associated with a plurality of child processes (col. 
11, lines 52-58). 

Claim 4: Miller teaches, 

wherein the child process is placed in the wait state by a technical layer (Fig. 6: 608; 
Synchronous condition event manager). 

Claim 5 : Miller teaches, 

wherein the technical layer is further defined as a COBOL technical layer in 
communication with the COBOL program ( col. 2, lines 49-59). The claimed elements 
in (col. 2, lines 49-59) of Miller's reference meet the claimed limitation of the claim. 

As per claims 6-9, they are rejected for the same reasons as claim 5 above. 
Claim 10. Miller teaches, 

wherein the technical layer includes a coordination module operable (FIG. 6: 602).This 
claimed element of Miller's reference meet the claimed limitation of the claim. 



Claim 1 1 . Miller teaches, 



Application/Control Number: 10/697,417 Page 
Art Unit: 2194 

wherein the child process registers the process identifier of the child process with a 
technical layer (FIG. 6 : 604). This claimed element of Miller's reference meet the 
claimed limitation of the claim. 



As per claim 12, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1 1 above. 

As per claims 13-16 and 19, they are rejected for the same reasons as the claims 
above. 

As per claims 21-30, they are rjected for the same reasons as the claims above. 

As per claims 47-52, they are rejected for the same reason as the claims above. 

4. Claims 1-32 and 47-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable 
overMmeretal (US 5754855) in view of Obin et al (US 6526569) and further in view 
of Keith Haviland, Dina gray and Ben salama, Pearson education Limited, 1998 "Unix 
system programming, second edition". 

Claims 17 and 18, Miller teaches thread's routines to intelligibly communicate among 
themselves event-related information and the interaction of software routine in 
application program 126 in (FIG. 1; FIG. 2; col. 7, lines 45-54, col. 4, lines 18-27) but 
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his combination with Obin does not explicitly discloses using pipes and sockets for the 
sharing of resources and information among software routines. However in the same 
field of study, inter-process communication Keith discloses inter-process 
communication using Pipes and Sockets (Chapter 7, pages 151-158 and Chapter 10, 
pages 253-257). It would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Miller's invention with keith's invention to include 
piping and socket for the efficient sharing of information and resources in a network 
environment. One would have been motivated to provide socket and pipe 
communication for efficient sharing of data among multiple processes. 

As per claim 29-32, they are rejected for the same reasons as the claims above. 
As per claim 53, it is rejected for the same reasons as the claims obove. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to the 
applicant's disclosure. 

Sneed, H., "Migration of Procedurally Oriented COBOL Programs in an Object 
Oriented Architecture", Software Maintenance, 1992 IEEE Conference, pp. 
105-116, Nov. 1992.* 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Exr. Abdou Seye whose telephone number is (571) 
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270-1062. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday from 7:30 
a.m. to 4:00 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, contact the 
examiner's supervisor, William Thomson at (571) 272-3718. The fax phone 
number for formal or official faxes to Technology Center 3600 is (571) 273-8300. 
Draft or informal faxes, which will not be entered in the application, may be 
submitted directly to the examiner at (571) 273-6722. 
Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Group Receptionist whose telephone 
number is (571)272-3600. 



AKS 

July 10, 2007 



